Arguably one of the least appreciated actors in disaster response is local search and rescue (SAR) teams, despite their importance in saving lives. In contrast to fire and police departments, federal Urban Search and Rescue (US&R) taskforces, the Red Cross, the Salvation Army, and other wellknown disaster response organizations, local SAR teams have not received much recognition or support at the national level. This is the case even in the contemporary context in which "homeland security" and "improvements of resiliency" in American institutions are buzzwords. Their "invisibility" is also reflected in the dearth of research literature about them in the field of emergency management and the social sciences of disasters. An exception to this is the work by Lois (1999), who looked at the dynamics of a local SAR team and provided an in-depth view of the authority structure and the slow advancement of new members in the hierarchy of the group. Earlier, Drabek (1981) also provided insights by surveying local SAR teams in Washington and Wyoming to better understand attitudes towards regulations, agency jurisdictions, SAR funding, and issues of legal liability. While these efforts begin to explore important questions in this understudied field, the current 3 study attempts to give a summary view of the main features of this network of responders.
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Web sites did not include information on all variables of interest to us. In an attempt to improve the quality of the data we emailed any team with available contact information and asked them to provide us with missing details. In subsequent emails we also asked some teams to clarify their definition of certain terms, such as large animal rescue and disaster response. 2 This often led to a number of interactions with particular teams, and many teams expressed interest in seeing the final database and/or final reports. As of mid-November 2005, 12% of teams had responded through email, and by February 2006 15% of teams had responded (see below).
Missing data was the most consistent problem we faced. Needed information was not always available on the websites, and in some cases website links had expired or email addresses were inoperative. 48.6%
(n=559) of teams in our database did not have email addresses or had inactive ones. It is thus the case that the majority of the information we used in this report could not be verified and that the variables we collected have large percentages of missing cases. Despite these shortcomings, the information provided in this report is of value since so little is known about this network of responders.
We conducted external reliability checks on the dataset. It was compared to a database that included 394 national SAR teams listed by dbS Productions (producers of SARNews.com), a national association devoted to SAR. The intention was to ascertain the completeness of our list of teams and the quality of the information we had collected. 14% (n=54) of the teams in this dataset were not in our dataset. We subsequently located information on the 54 missing teams, and they were added to our data. Based on these results, and extrapolating from them, we estimate that we missed about 10 to 20 percent of SAR teams nationwide.
Findings
The teams Interestingly, the two lines roughly coincide in their high and low points, so that they appear to be related (see Figure Councils also operate. These councils are not designed to spearhead national issues, but rather to advance coordination, information, and training within the surrounding area. Local SAR teams or individual people may be members of these national or regional associations. On the other hand, nonmembers can access guidelines which are often available online or in published form. These training standards are more comparable to suggestions rather than obligations for members, non-members, individuals, and teams. While our database show that local SAR teams frequently have canine teams responding to local incidences, the future path of SAR capabilities is difficult to predict. Teams specializing in urban SAR have been increasing in recent years, and a large jump is noticeable from 1990-
2005. In our sample, about 55% of teams with urban SAR capabilities were founded during these 15 years, which may be in part due to the creation of the FEMA US&R taskforce system in the early 1990s. 5% received grant support. The most striking fact about the source of funding for these teams is that while they are involved in most of the search and rescue activities that take place in the country in any given year, they do not receive much support from government. This is a sobering fact considering that NASAR estimates that over 50,000 SAR missions occur each year and 90% are performed by these unpaid volunteers.
Conclusion
The findings of this study are in need of replication. A much more comprehensive study of local SAR teams is needed. Far more detailed information could be obtained through face-to-face and telephone interviews, and mail questionnaires, using a representative, random, national sample of this population, Researchers could then understand why teams develop, the demographics of people that compose teams, their relationships with first responder organizations, the extent to which they are trained in the 1953 1963 1973 1983 1993 2003 Years
